The House of Commons
such measure of importance gone to the statute-book,
Friday afternoon is usually, in the House, an arid and
dreary scene; for when everyone knows that nothing
serious is likely to follow from its debate, the temptation
either to be absent or to treat it as a festive occasion is
strong. I should like to see the system reorganized on a
plan which has been attended with remarkable success in
the legislatures of the United States, very notably in
Massachusetts.
On this principle, private members would ballot, as
now, for the time assigned to them. But their bills,
instead of being introduced either under the Ten Minutes*
Rule, or on Fridays, would, if they were backed by an
agreed number of the House, be sent to a select committee
for examination and report. That select committee would
take public evidence on the matter, whether it be the
abolition of the death penalty, the establishment of a
minimum wage, or the reform of the marriage laws; and
the discussion in the House as a whole would take place
on the acceptance or rejection of the committee's report.
The advantages, I think, of this system are great. It
enables a considerable number of private members—for
the work of the select committees could be simultaneous—
to engage in social investigation of unquestionable im-
portance. It elicits for their enquiries a continuous public
opinion by reason of the circumstances in which the
investigation is done. It brings out into the light of day
ideas and trends of thought in an institutional atmosphere
which assures their adequate consideration. Anyone who
has read of the select committee on the Combinations Act
of 1825, or of that on Indian Constitutional Reform in
our own day, will not doubt the value of the work that can
be accomplished in this fashion. Where the subject-
matter involved was contentious in the party sense of that
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